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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Office of Legislative Counsel
Washington, D. C. 20505

Telephone: | |
13 February 1978

TO: Mr. Ralph Preston, Staff Assistant
Subcommittee on Defense
House Appropriations Committee

STAT

Dear Ralph:

Enclosed is material in response to
your request on behalf of Representative
Chappell. It includes background infor-
mation which I thought would be of interest.
Also included is the draft bill submission
which I referred to which became a matter
of public record in the Knopf case and you
will find it included as an addendum item
at page 28,

As you know, none of this represents
an Administration position. Let me know if
we can be of any further help.

Sincerely,

STAT

Encls, Acting Tegislative Counsel T
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION RELATING TO LEGISLATION THAT

WOULD PROTECT AGAINST THE UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE

OF INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND METHODS AND CLASSIFIED
INFORMATION

Attached are the following papers providing background on
legislation relating to protection against the unauthorized disclosure
of intelligence sources and methods and classified information:

1. The current situation regarding the Government's ability
to protect against the unauthorized disclosure of intelligence sources
and methods and classified information.

2. A summary of H.R. 12006 introduced on 19 February 1976. .

3. A summary of H.R. 6057 introduced on 5 April 1977.

4. A summary of H.R. 6234 introduced on 6 April 1977.

5. A listing of various statutes providing criminal sanctions
for the disclosure of certain types or categories of Government
information.

6. A Washington Post editorial of 23 February 1976 entitled

"The President’s Secrecy Legislation" and a letter to the Washington
~ Post from Philip Agee appearing in the same issue.

Approved For Release 2004/10/12 : CIA-RDP81M00980R003200050060-6




Approved For Release 2004/10/12 : CIA-RDP81M00980R003200050060-6

PROTECTION OF INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND METHODS

Over the years, serious damage to our foreign intelligence effort
has resulted from the wnauthorized disclosure of information related to
intelligence sources and methods. In most cases the sources of these
leaks have been individuals who acquired access to sensitive information
by virtue of a relationship of trust with the U.S. Government. Current
criminal law protecting national security or national defense information,
however, is for practical purposes limited to two general and three
more restricted statutes. These are the basic espionage statutes
(18 U.S.C. 793 and 794); and 18 U.S.C. 798 which protects classified
cormunications information, 42 U.S.C. 2274 and 2275 protecting Restricted
Data, and 50 U.S.C. 783(b) which covers passage of classified information
by an officer or employee of the Government to any person that the officer
or employee has reason to believe is a representative of a foreign power.
None of these criminal statutes, either individually or in combination,
provides adequate or effective protection for intelligence information
or intelligence sources and methods. In most instances the Government
rust prove an intent to harm the United States or an intent to aid a
foreign power. In fact, the evidence required to establish such an element
of the offense may very well require revelation of additional sensitive
information in open court or, at the very least, the further dissemination
and confirmation of the information which is the subject of the prosecution.-
The obvious danger that additional damage would result from such further
disclosure--a risk the Govermment is usually unwilling to incur--has
Tesulted in a serious weakening of the deterrent aspects of existing law.

The statutory responsibility charged to the Director of Central Intelligence
for protecting intelligence sources and methods from unauthorized disclosure
is set forth in section 102(d) (3) of the National Security Act of 1947, as
arended; there are, however, no criminal sanctions in aid of enforcing this
responsibility. Congressional recognition of the need to implement the Director's
statutory responsibility is reflected only in the enactment of a number of -
special authorities for the Agency and a number of exemptions from the
disclosure requirements of other laws having general applicability throughout
- the Government. :
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In civil actions the Government was successful in the Marchetti case
in obtaining a civil injunction against publication of sensitive intelligence
sources and methods based on contract theory. In other words, protection

-against disclosure of sensitive intelligence sources and methods was
predicated on a secrecy agreement executed by a former Government employee
as a condition of employment with the Government. Such procedures, however,
are of extremely limited utility to the Government, since initiation of an
Injunctive action would depend on prior knowledge of an intended disclosure,
discovery of which would not only be extremely difficult but efforts on the
part of the Government to obtain such prior knowledge would themselves
be of questionable propriety.

Even though there are no statutes that protect, by way of criminal
sanctions against the unauthorized disclosure of sensitive intelligence
information and sources and methods, there are a wide variety of laws
which protect against disclosure of other categories of Government
information. These include statutes that provide criminal penalties
against Govermnent employees: who publish or communicate Department
of Agriculture information; who fail to observe confidentiality of
Department of Agriculture marketing agreerent information; or who
publish or comrmmicate Department of Commefce inforwmation, diplomatic
code material, Government crop information, confidential business
information, information relating to loans and borrowers, or tax informa-
tiomn.

Bills have been introduced in the Congress that would establish
criminal penalties for the unauthorized disclosure of intelligence sources
and methods or classified information, but to date none have been fully |
addressed; the most recent of these include H.R. 12006 introduced in |
February 1976, H.R. 6057 introduced in April 1977 and H.R. 6234 (which hE
parallels H.R. 12006) introduced in April 1977. ' |
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. SUMMARY OF H.R. 12006, INTRODUCED BY REPRESENTATIVE
MCCLORY ON 19 FEBRUARY 1976 PARALLELING THE PROPOSAIL
TG THE CONGRZSS SUBMITTED BY FORMER PRESIDENT FORD
ON 18 FEBRUARY 1976 TO PROTECT INTELLIGENCE SOGURCES
AND METHODS FROM UNAUTHORIZED DISCLOSURE

The major provisions of H.R. 12006 are:

--define the various types of intelligence sources and
methods to be protected;

--impose a criminal penalty of five years and/or $5,000
fine on any individual who has been entrusted with the
information and who had knowingly disclosed that information
to a person not authorized to receive it;

--the provision is specifically limited to those TFederal
emplovees, former erployees, or others having a similar
privity of relationship with the information disclosed;

--the bill vould not apply to outside third parties, such
as the press, to whon the wauthorized disclosure had been made;

--bars to prosecution would include the non-existence of a
review procedure whereby the defendent could have obtained review
of the material to determine the necessity for continued protection,
failure of the Attorney General and the DCI to certify that the
information was lawfully classified and lawfully designated as
requiring protection, the information already had been placed
in the public domain by the Government, the information was
not lawfully classified and designated as requiring protection
at the time of the offense, and classified information was
corrrnicated only to the Congress pursuant to lawful demands;

--the court would hold an in camera review to determine
vhether the information was in fact lawtully classified and
designated; :

--there would be provision made for the IXI to seek,
through the Attorney General, injunctive relief.
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Disclosure of Classified Information

ja

H.R. 6057 -- Unzuthorize

1. Introduced 5 April 1377 by Renresentative Robin Beard (R.,

2. Referred to Judiciary; no action scheduled.

3. Would amend Title 18, L S Code, by ada ing a new scction 800
entitled "Disclosure of Classified Information,

a. The class of psrsons covered encompasses only:persons
who are or have been Federal employees, officers, consultants,
or coniraciors, wno are or had been in authorized possession or
control of confidentiizl or secret information, and who knowingly
comrnunicate such information to 2 person or persons not
authorized to raceive it. : S

(1) The penaliy for unauthorized disclosure
orm atzo*x is double that for confidential

b. The recipient of such unzuthorized informalion shall not
1y ¥ .

o prosecution under the bill:
review authority; the
czdures to obtain declassifi-
perly classified; the DCI and
‘: I"Jr the information as
was previously disclosed
mation was communicated
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d. Tne bill pr les for de novo determination by the court
as to vhelier the i_;formauia: wes properly classified; the court
may exarnine the material in camera,

e. The definition of "'classified information"” is limited to
information designated under an Executive order as requiring
protection. ' :
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SUMMARY OF H.R. 6251, INTRODUCED BY
REPRESENTATIVE AS IQROO‘\ IN APRIL . 1977

The mzjor provisions of H.R. 6234 are:

--define the various typss of in olllfencc sources and
methods to be protectad;

--imposes a criminal penalty of five years and/or 53 000
fine on any indivicdi2l who has been entrusted with the
information and who had know%nﬁlj diszlosed that JnfOdeLlOH

to a parson not authorized to receivs it;
~--the provision is spzcificelly limited to those lcdera]
euployeas, icrmer eiﬁic;e r others having a similar

“privity of relationship uwi he inforrmation disclosed,

--the bH1ll would »c

¢ 2pply to outside third parties, such
as the press, to when trhe wnautheorized disclosure had been nad

--bars to prosecution would include the non-existence of a
review procedure vwherapy the defcendant could have obtained review
of the material to determine the nec 231ty for continued protection,
failure of the Attornzy Gepsral and the DCY to certify that the
information was Jawfully classified erd lawfully designated as
requiring protection, trb 1n;orn»*io already had been placed
in the public dorain 2 Governmen:, the information was
not lawfully classif

at the tire of thz o
cormmicated only to
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Congress pursuant to lawful demands;
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--the court would hold an in cerera Yeview to determine ,
whathar the 1nLormaL10n‘wa> in fact lzwfully classified and . =
designated; :

--there would bz pro*15101 made for the ICIL to see R
through the Attorney General, injunctive relief. -
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CRIMINAL SANCTION FOR THE DISCLOSURE
or CaRT:\IE\: INFOZMATION

o

The United States Congress has from time to Hme recognized that tnere -
exist various categories of in ‘-’o rmation which must be handled only within
authorized channels. In order to protect such information, various stztutes
have been ena‘.._d 1mposing criminal penalties for unauthorized disclosure,
These statutes make clear the official policy of safeguaxding certain informa—

.

those who weuld be tempted to disregard that
policy by puttng their own interest befove the valid interests to be profc,cted

tion and act 25 2 deterrant to

criminal perzlties have several difforeiﬁ'

objectives. Many of them ir p se the penalty on the )ndn'lduai———typlca}ly
the Government employe=--in whom the information is enbrusted. Others
subject all individuals to the ponames. Typical of those that subject the

41

Government employee to the peraliy are: : : oL

The statu;ea imposin

jo g
2324
m

70.S5.C. 472 =~ Depariment of Agriculture employee
who publish or communicale any )
information given into their possession
by reasca of their employment shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor ~ £1,0060, } year,

7U.5.C. 608c 'Department of Arrriculturé -@mployeéo who
' fzil to observe confidentiality of » marketing
agreement information ~ ‘i»] 000, 1 year .

13U.S.C. 214 Department of Commerce c»mplovee:. wno
publish or communicate information
coming into their possession by reason of
their employmen‘c - $1,000, 2 years
U.S. Government emp]oyu-u who publish
or furnish diplomatic code material (cither
domestic or foreign code mzaterial) who have
access or possession by virtue of their
employment ~ $10, 000 19 year

Approved For Release 2004/10/12 : CIA-RDF_’81M00980R003f00050060-6




. ) | ) . ‘ | ' :_\”‘\»;_

APP'i%"%d EoeRelgase 2004'10”6 : CIARDPS1M00989R003200050060:8 5Awillfully

impart crop information having the informa- .
tion by virtue of their office - $10,000, 10 years

18 U.S.C. 1995 ~ U.S. Government employees who disclose
confidential business information coming into
their possession in the course of their
employ jment - $1 000, 1 year S ’

18 U.5.C. 1905 ~ Bank examiners who dlsc]o:,e loan Tnformuho*x ."v
| $5,000, 1 year » :

. 18U.S5.C. 1967 - Examiners who disclose nam;‘:s of_borr:ow ers '
from land bank - $5,000, 1 ycar ) :

18 U.S.C. 1908 - Examiners under Natlonal Agnculmral Cred,tt s
’ Corporations law who disclose names of : )
borrowers — $5,000, 1 year '

18 U.S.C. 1917 - Civil Service Commission e‘mployees who’

' - - make unauthorized disclosure of certain 1
information regarding civil service examina—
‘tons - 81, OUO Iyear »

26 U.S.C. 7213 - - u.s. Government cmployee; and ofhers who
divulge income fax return information ~ §1, 000 '
‘1year, costs : cT 5 LS

. Ld |.‘.‘ .

42.5.C. 1306 - - Department of Health, Bducation and Welfare =
: . employees who ch sclose tax return information — - -
- 81,000, lyear o ' '

50 U.S.C. 783 - U.S. Governmen’c erriploy’c& who communicates : .
' ' clessified information to foreign government -
$10,000, 10 years T T

Officials per;orming functions under the

Export Administration Act of 1969 who .
publish or disclose conﬁdcn’clal 1nformauon - .
$10,000, lyca): ’

[\

W

()

O\
i

50 U.S.C. App.

50 U.S.C. App. 2160 - U.S. Government employces who disclose
informaticn for commodity ¢ pr,cul fion ~
$10,000, 1 year .

2 .
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ects
2s follows:

49 U0.5.C. 15 - Employeas of a common carrier vwho d;scloJc.
shipsing informabion - $1,000

Other statutes make all individuals subj ect to c,nm'nc.l penalties as

follows:
7U.S.C. 135a & f = Unlawful to use for own advantage or
reveazal formulas for 1nsechm des — $1,000,
lyea o -
8U.S.C. 605 - Disclosure, for polfitical purposes, of names °

of persons on relief — $1,000, Lyear -

18U.5.C. 793 -~ Obtzaining, copying comrnuricaing national

<r

defense information - .‘7110 000, 10 year"
18U.S.C. 794 - = Gathering ox r.]eli.ve‘ring defense informatiors

to aid foreign governments ~ death or term
18U.S.C. 758 ~ Disclosure of certain ¢lassified information

prejudicial to U.S, - $I0,0UO, JO years
35U.S5.C. 136, - Williully dzsclosmg or pu’blmhmgx pawnt
nfcrmation - $10,000, 2 y(>ar<; S

e

inlawiul use of Selective Semce 1‘ecord§ -
$10,000, 5 ycar

C"

50 U.S.C. £pp. 327 -

nautnorized disclosure of certain information:
garding acquisition of vessels - $1,000,
2 years or $105000, 1 year -

50U.S.C. App. 1152 -

a C

Itisimportant to note that 44 U.S.C. 3508 states, in part, that:

maion obtalned in confidence
is releaszd by that agency to another
ency, ell the provisions of law (including

h)

In the event
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2 to the unlawful disclosure of any
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employees of the agency to which such information

is released to the same extent and in the same manner

as such provisions apply lo the officers and employees

of the agency which originally obtained such information;
and the officers and employees of the agency to which
the information is released shall in addition be subject

to the same provisions of law (including penalties)
relating to the unlawful disclosure of such information

as ii the information had been collected directly by such
agency. : : -

This provision of law was originally codified as § U.S.C. 1396 but was ~ A
later movead to Title 44, Apparently there is no case law interpreting the ~ .
provision. : .

Several of the provisions mentioned above are changed in the proposed
Criminal Justice Reform Act 0f 1975 (S.1). In many cases the Act merely B
changes the severity of the punishment. The specific criminal penalty is .
removed fxom 7TU.S5.C, 472. Coverage is afforded in the proposed 18 U.S.C.
1524 which provides criminal sanctions for public servants or former public
servants who reveal private information submitted for a Government purpose.
This proposed section also provides protection now afforded in 18 U.5.C. 1905.. L
50 U.5.C. 2160 will be repzaled under S.1. In its place will be 18 U.S.C. 1356

- which provides criminal sanctions for public servants or former public S
servants whao speculate on official governmental action or information. S ca
18 U.S5.C. 605 will be deleted, 18 U.S.C. 1906 and 1907 will be moved fo Title R
12, 18U.S.C. 1998 will be deleted, and 18 U.S.C. 197 will be moved to Tifle 5 :
under 5.1, S e
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‘employees of the agency to which such information

is released to the same extent and in the same mannexr
as such provisions apply to the officers and employees
of the agency which originally obtained such information;
and the officers and employees of the agency to which
the information is released shall in addition be subject
to the same provisions of law (including penalties)
relating to the unlawful disclosure of such information
as if the information had been collected directly by such
agency. - - S

This provision of law was originally codified as 5 U.S.C. 1396 but was ~
later moved to Title 44, Apparently there is no case law interpreting the = .
provision. : ‘

Several of the provisions mentioned above are changed in the prcpoéed '
Criminal Justice Reform Act of 1975 (S5.1). In many cases the Act merely ..
changes the severity of the punishment. The specific criminal penalty is -
removed from 7U.S.C, 472. Coverage is afforded in the proposed 18 U.S.C .,
1524 which provides criminal sanctions for public sexrvants or former public
servants who reveal private information submitfed for a Government purpose,
This proposed section 2is0 provides protection now afforded in 18 U.5.C. 1905.. © -
50 U.5.C. 2169 will be repealed under S.1. In its place will be 18 U.S.C. 1356 .
which provides criminal sanctions for public servants or former public o
servants who spesculate cn official governmental action or information. ST
18 U.5.C. 605 will be deleted, 18 U.S.C. 1906 and 1907 will be moved fo Title RS
12, 18U.5.C. 1908 will be deleted, and 18 U.5.C. }917 will be moved to Tifle 5 - - -
under 5.1, L Lo T

;\ - :
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FFYCU AGREL with Philip .-"\‘gf_e' :"E’_O*’ ERET 49nERS cryrtographic and communication intelligence activities.” .
< on “"":3 p.::;_e today, you will o Las re'-_o::ns-c‘.z e Thet law made it a erie for anyone—in or out of the
Cenirzl Intelligente Agent :z'n:‘I'tz‘:e seerecy lagisiztion  povsrmnent—knowingly to communicate to unauthor- i
propesed by P resident }]?rd \";f"o"'é;i:? fqtE }“““.' .—\.“;':c ize persons any information concerning codes, ciphers
—_and some others—believe the Cla s an orzZapiziiidn

ani methods of intercepting communications and analyz- -

raIe 2TANES A 5 : o3 . . : -
whosz 2522 Cad acuy AR : T ing them, Mr. Ford's proposal puls other ways of gathes-

d expos us heir view, its operalions arz R SR g . .
end-exposad becauss, in their view, iis operalions af inc intellizence ox an cqual fooling with code-breaking -
wholly inimical to our true national imterest. Oa inz

and comumnunications interception, but with some differ- .. -
eases. The most important of these is that Mr. Yord

b}
.

other hazd, if you believe, as we do, that there is 2
3 o

Yorn 3t = 37 oot venrld f aerpt covermLnt 2C- . oe . gt

piace in ‘hw] imp “f“t WwOrig 0T se;:m:.oo ‘efd 1 2‘ ¢ dszs not propose to try o punish private atizens, such - .
S o~ v -, ' B ~ Y7 betd - . ) . ' T

_ Bivities—as 103§ a3 they are propers aret.2 ‘ar‘. com as journalists, wha have no velationship with govern-

3 P TR UYL ~yr P10 Y cietant? ~5303als o Iea- R . . _— . - N P
troited -Oj(_ma} L‘Ld\’:?eff‘b““‘nti propains. rea ment, for revealing fhis Xind of information; the old - -~
sonabla starting point. We have aiready exurassed some coda statute does. . o A S

Sews on thos srzamization proposals. Tozay we - . . . LT -
$1ews OR 1105 IEOTSEH o Propo> Gace this much is said about fhe general thrust of -

&

[
.

I -
4end {o foCus on details of the Presicents
legislation which is med—rather precisely——ast p ople -
ike Mr. Agee. . _ :

Tho secrecy legisiziion, as we understand it (it i3
priated on the opposite page SO that you can judge
for yeourszll how narrowly it s drawn) atlempls
to dater or discourage icaks of information relating onty
to the sources and methods of collacting § i !
gence and ke methods and tecnyigues us
it. It is not a proposal to create an Oi
. {which would purish anyore for revealing any govern-

\ir. Ford's secrecy Jegistation; some specific problems.
need to be recognized. One is that, while azencies like :
_ the CIA need fo protect Jegilimale sources and methods,
7 thzy should not be able to hide illegitimate secrels undes .
so stringent a secrecy staiute. Missing from the Presi- .
gents proposal js anything o ynake legal, indeed to .
encourage, low level personnel’s revealing information .
concerning illegal or unauthorized activities, such as
come of those undertaken by the CIA in the past. Con-
cress should put such a provision into the statute and, -

A fo make it workable, spell out in more detail than does -
moent sacrets) or, even, fo prolect tne zene ' tma neav exccutive order, what the Jimits are to be on -~
seeret intelligence information, 2s =t inteiligence-gathering ethods. = . . . . T

inepst in Lis press conference. It LT
seggest in Lis press conference. =} A second troublesome area that the proposed legisla- -

e @
[y

- girected ot the confent of forelga i
sation 4hat relates to past or fulure Zoveinm
{except 25 the publication cf o specitic pi

gence might, by iteaif, reveal the meihad b
3

ticn does not address is the old bureauceratic trick of 7
plecing a small amount of highly classified material in -*
2 cocument made up mostly of unclassifizble bul em- ..
barrassing information—nnd giving the whole package .

¢
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or
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L5y
information was ‘_’btl“d)- Thus, it €o2 ::“it appee the highest classification. Thel can perkaps be best - ,
T eover 5'*”":“ f_fa‘affﬂ &s ::ncg post Japdled in terms of this statute by brozdening the scope "
.on {hz SALT “:’;I:"S 0f uost Ci thE U > .o:t-:xa‘ ot of judicial review of the legitimacy of the classification
: tag?’i?;.smﬁ;- I(’;t"" ' OWEVLT, SUCT JROIIAL0R ¢f the specific information that was or s 2bout to b
23 ic 3 0L E ]

revealed. Similarly, Congress needs o broaden. some-™

“

<t hev cath achinigues as . .o . - . .
:-‘Ch t‘*c‘ff ga:ne :igc}v > i’ what, and clarify, the part of this proposal that says -
:L.a'_wa o su:»zp : o ds 1t ; N ;Lri : ; revelation of jnformation already in the public domain -
ascinating as i formztion is, it is informa- . . i
Lu.-\.L —-tbuia “©“d> t... NidIT o] lS, - D\A‘..L ) ‘ C&nﬂaﬁ be p'.mlShEIL . . . .

Unlike most other secrecy statules that have beon
vroposed in yecent years ov adopted in the pasi, the

obligztion to kezp s8CIC g3 presidents version, it Nfiod. 2 we have sugcesied
<such an aZent, as in the case 6 Rickard Welch, not w“‘”l’( L}‘;}" x.(_rs'm ’ ]"_T‘l?(f :\l( ;"}S :f . i\e:’ “’i‘fi’ et
T Gastrovs His ©f nas ) <ould balance reasonably well the conflicting needs for
e ioh somie secrecy and much freedom of information. It is
ilebe

sharply limited in the kind of information that car be
kept seeret and it avoids Fivst Amendment prodiems
by placing jts barriers on thoze who chose in the first .
rlace o engage in secret work. There may come a time
in te history of the world when distrust and aggression
among nations diminish so much that the néod for gov-
ernment secreey will disapoenr. But {hat fime i3 not -
vet. And unid arrives, the government can tile

i
proporly dnke st

a4

3
L
rinzent sieps to protest at least the
contons and meileds by which it learns wind is going

o wisawhere in t}v: worid.

- ” . . -
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cusation that I or oiner
exposing the CIN\ were respons
the ¢cath of Nichard Welch suffers th
inadeguacies of many a {irst, emotional
response.

There was no “invitation to kill him”
nor was his c‘c:\a inevitable cice he
had bezn identfied, In my view his
jdentification, as well a3 2all the others,
should Lbe taken zs an invitation tfo
refurn to Lansley. No harm will occur
there.

political rep “es=‘Jn and
institutions of otZer cov
first place? That persor
bility of government ¢ifi ci
Jacking guring Victnam 2
is no loss required of Ci.
as lonz as they operale wi
under cover, naz o
bhe restricted b
subject to 1”c (3
have coininat ca t
m‘ss'\ms renort anc t
i

ho one can dzny ‘.'qc famitls
But what a2bput U ;
whose moembers hav

ve heen lost
CIA-supperted security serviees in
.South Korea, Indonesia, Irzn, Brazil,
Lo

R 7
* Chile? \c'~" Greece bz mentioned?
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The Post is concerned with “extradezal
punishment” of Weleh who was “ac-
cused of no crime™ but where is The
Poat’s call for details of his work and

ethers’ thal would provoke such vio-.

enee? Did The Post call for “conzres-
siznal processes of review” of the
CLY’s wori in Greeee? Does The Post
for one minute think Congress or any

oifier reviewing authority vould dare .

investigate the CIA’s work with the
security services of these countries in
the interests of “freedom, democracy
and national soeurity”? :

- The CTA is a secret political police
that protects " the interests of The
Washinaton Post's owners and those
of every other American comnany. The
Azency’s operations in Chile were
necessary, as they were in Greece and
rmany other eountries, given the tradi-
c.:u'nat adelinition of American na-
1o interests. Untit fundamental
ze comes within the United States,
litical repression will continue to be
the work of Mr. VWolcl’s- collcagues,
We ought to kaow who they ave.

. .U PHITIP '\GEL, .
C*“ bridze, England, :
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The 1riter is the anthor of the w
C—""Ij published bool, "hzs:rlc the Cor
sy—a CIA Diary .
.. (Sce editoric l) T :’
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